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were ensured by copper-plate grants, bearing the technical
name of patta or tamra-patta> and elaborate instructions for
their making are given in the law-books of Narada and
Vishnu, while they are mentioned only in the Code of Yajna-
valkya and not before. This epic speaks again of the written
Vedas and recognises rock-inscriptions, but in the matter
of the recorded grants to priests, says nothing at all
(cp. "citrakara iva lekhyam kritva," v. 189. i).

"The time of the whole Mahabharata generally speaking
may then be from 200 to 400 A. D.",' says Hopkins. This
however does not take into account the subsequent additions,
such as we know to have been made in later times. For the
terminus a quo, the external evidence in regard to the Pandu
Epic, though scanty, is valuable. Cis-Indic evidence is
negative and without weight. Megasthenes c. 300 B. C. has
left no fragment of the Hindu Epic and the source of Dio
Chrysostom (117 A. D.) who mentions a Hindu Homer, is
unknown. The external evidence shows us, first that the
Mahabharata is not mentioned in any Sanskrit literary work
till after the end of the Brahmana period and only in the
latest Sutras composed towards the close of the Sutra period,
occur the words Bhslrata and Mahabharata. Patanjali it may
be admitted, recognises a Pandu Epic in the verse "Asidvityio
'nusasara Pandavam", and in his account of the dramatic
representation of the sacred legend indissolubly connected with
the tale (cf. Weber, Indische Skizzen, i. pp. 147-9). This takes
us farthest back to the second century B. C. Panini knows the
names of the epic heroes and recognises the Arjuna-Krishna cult
in giving a derivative meaning of the expression "worshipper
of Arjuna11 (Krishna). He also, which is more important,
recognises the name Mahabhafata. According to the Rev. Dr.
Dahlmann as Panini lived in the 3rd century B. C, the Maha-
bharata must also be as old as the yd or the 4th century B, G,
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